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FINAL DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 1, 5-10, 1 1, and 15-22 are objected to because of the following informalities: The 
claims include reference numbers of Figure 2 in the instant application. These reference 
numbers should be removed. Appropriate correction is required. 

2. Claim 1 recites the limitation "said second protocol" in line 18 of page 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The limitation should read 'a second 
protocol'. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 5-10, 11, 16, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application No. US 2001/0019951 by Haumont in further view of 
U.S. Patent Application No. US 2002/01 12014 by Bennett et al, hereinafter Bennett. 

Regarding claim 1, Haumont discloses a method of transferring a message (e.g. voice 
mail message) stored in a computer arrangement or voice mail server (Figure 1, 20) to a mobile 
device (Figure 1, 30), comprising: transmitting an alert message via SMS from said computer 
arrangement to said mobile device via a first network (see Figure 1; section 0002, line 1 - section 
0004, line 9; section 0042, line 1 - section 0043, line 8); transmitting said message stored in said 
computer arrangement (Figure 1, 20) to said mobile device (Figure 1, 30) upon request from said 
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mobile device (section 0043, lines 1-8) via a second network (section 0044, lines 1-7); 
establishing an on-line connection between said computer arrangement and said mobile device 
(Figure 1; section 0044, lines 1-7); translating said message in a second protocol before 
transmission to said mobile device (section 0054, lines 1-11); wherein both said first and second 
networks being mobile networks working in parallel; and wherein said first network (GSM) 
inherently is arranged to utilize a first protocol and wherein said second network (GPRS) is 
inherently arranged to utilize a second protocol (section 0042, line 1 - section 0044, line 7). 

Haumont does not disclose said message from said computer arrangement to a protocol 
translator using a third protocol. 

Bennett discloses a method of transferring a message from a MO SMS phone (sender) 
(Fig. 1, 16) to a mobile device or (receiver) (see Fig. 1, 20) via a computer arrangement or 
central server (Fig. 1, 24) (section 0022, lines 1-7), comprising, transmitting said message from 
said computer arrangement (Fig. l a, 24) to said mobile device via a GSM network (section 0004, 
lines 1-27; section 0026, lines 1-17); sending said message from said computer arrangement to a 
protocol translator or remote POP3 server using a third protocol (SMTP) via a host SMSC 
network, translating said message in said third protocol to a email message in a second protocol 
or POP3 before transmission to said mobile device (section 0052, line 1 - section 0054, line 4; 
section 0089, lines 1-11; section 0094, lines 6-7; section 0132, lines 12-14; section 0133, lines 3- 
7). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Haumont to include using a third protocol as taught by 
Bennett. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make such a modification to 
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translate said message before transmission to said mobile device in order for it to be viewed by 
the user of said mobile device. 

Regarding claim 5, the method according to claim 1 mentioned above, wherein Bennett 
further discloses said computer arrangement is an e-mail server (e.g. POP3 email server is 
included in the central server) (section 0089, lines 9-11), 

Regarding claim 6, the method according to claim 5 mentioned above, wherein Bennett 
further discloses said message is an e-mail message (section 0089, lines 1-11). 

Regarding claim 8, the method according to claim 1 mentioned above, wherein Haumont 
further discloses the second wireless network is either GPRS or UMTS (see Abstract; section 
0049, lines 1-4; section 0051, lines 1-7, section 0054, lines 1-1 1). 

Regarding claim 9, a method according to claim 1 mentioned above, wherein Haumont 
further discloses said first wireless network is GSM (section 0002, line 1 - section 0004, line 9). 

Regarding claim 10, a method according to claim 1 mentioned above, wherein Haumont 
further discloses establishing an on-line connection between said computer arrangement and said 
mobile device either automatically by said mobile device or by said mobile device after being 
instructed to do so by a user of the mobile device (section 0043, line 1 - section 0044, line 7). 

Regarding claim 1 1, a please see the rejection to the method in claim 1 mentioned above, 
to reject the communication system in claim 11. 

Regarding claim 15, a communication system according to claim 1 1 mentioned above, 
wherein Bennett further discloses said protocol translator (POP3 email server) is included in the 
computer arrangement or central server (section 0089, lines 9-11). 
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Regarding claim 16, a communication system according to claim 1 1 mentioned above, 
wherein please see the rejection to the method in claim 5 above, to reject the system in claim 16. 

Regarding claim 17, a communication system according to claim 16 mentioned above, 
wherein Bennett further discloses said message is an e-mail stored at the e-mail server (section 
0089, lines 9-11). 

Regarding claim 18, a communication system according to claim 11 mentioned above, 
wherein Haumont further discloses the system comprises a gateway (section 0039, lines 1-4) 
between the computer arrangement (Figure 1, 20) and the first and second mobile networks. 

Regarding claim 20, a communication system according to claim 1 1 mentioned above, 
wherein Haumont further discloses the system comprises at least one mobile device (Figure 1, 
30; section 0042, lines 1-8). 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Haumont in view 
of Bennett, as applied to claim 1, in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,243,739 by Schwartz. 

Regarding claim 7, the method according to claim 1 mentioned above, wherein Haumont 
in view of Bennett do not disclose said second protocol is HTTP. 

Schwartz discloses a method of transferring a message stored in a computer arrangement 
or server (Figure 1, 51) to a mobile device (Figure 1, 1 1), comprising: transmitting an alert 
message from said computer arrangement to said mobile device via a first mobile network 
(Figure 1,1; column 3, lines 42-51; column 10, lines 22-34; column 10, line 56 - column 1 1, line 
7; column 1 1, lines 15-23); transmitting said message stored in said computer arrangement 
(Figure 1, 51) to said mobile device (Figure 1, 1 1) upon request from said mobile device (see 
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Abstract) via a second mobile network (Figure 1, 40); wherein both said first and second 
networks belong in part to the same physical network. 

Wherein Schwartz further discloses said second protocol is inherently HDTP, which 
resembles HTTP but is optimized for use with remote devices like wireless telephones (column 

5, lines 10-12). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Haumont in view of Bennett to include said second protocol 
is HTTP as taught by Schwartz. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make 
such a modification to utilize a protocol (e.g. HTTP) to transmit messages to said mobile device. 

6. Claims 19, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Haumont in view of Bennett, as applied to claim 1 1, in further view of Schwartz. 

Regarding claim 19, a communication system according to claim 18 mentioned above, 
wherein Haumont further discloses the computer arrangement, upon receiving said message 
generates an SMS message for said mobile device including said alert message (section 0045, 
lines 1-9) 

Haumont in view of Bennett do not disclose the computer arrangement establishing a 
PAP message to said gateway and the gateway generating an SMS message for said mobile 
device. 

Schwartz discloses a method of transferring a message stored in a computer arrangement 
or server (Figure 1, 51) to a mobile device (Figure 1, 11), comprising: transmitting an alert 
message from said computer arrangement to said mobile device via a first mobile network 
(Figure 1,1; column 3, lines 42-51; column 10, lines 22-34; column 10, line 56 - column 1 1, line 
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7; column 11, lines 15-23); transmitting said message stored in said computer arrangement 
(Figure 1, 51) to said mobile device (Figure 1,11) upon request from said mobile device (see 
Abstract) via a second mobile network (Figure 1, 40); wherein both said first and second 
networks belong in part to the same physical network. 

Schwartz further discloses, in operation, the computer arrangement (Figure 1,51), upon 
inherently receiving said message, inherently establishes a PAP (standard authentication) 
message and transmits this PAP message via a PAP protocol to said gateway (Figure 1,31; 
column 7, lines 58-59; column 8, lines 25-46), and the gateway (Figure 1,31), upon receiving 
said PAP message, generates a message for said mobile device (Figure 1,11) including said alert 
message (column 10, lines 22-34). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Haumont in view of Bennett to include a PAP message and a 
gateway generating an alert message as taught by Schwartz. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been lead to make such a modification to utilize a third protocol (e.g. PAP) to 
transmit messages from said computer arrangement to said mobile device and to send alerts to 
said mobile device from a device other than the computer arrangement (e.g. a gateway). 

Regarding claim 21, a communication system according to claim 20 mentioned above, 
wherein Haumont in view of Bennett do not disclose said mobile device is arranged to generate 
an HTTP get message upon receiving said alert message. 

Schwartz discloses a method of transferring a message stored in a computer arrangement 
or server (Figure 1, 51) to a mobile device (Figure 1, 1 1), comprising: transmitting an alert 
message from said computer arrangement to said mobile device via a first mobile network 
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(Figure 1,1; column 3, lines 42-51; column 10, lines 22-34; column 10, line 56 - column 11, line 
7; column 1 1, lines 15-23); transmitting said message stored in said computer arrangement 
(Figure 1, 51) to said mobile device (Figure 1, 1 1) upon request from said mobile device (see 
Abstract) via a second mobile network (Figure 1, 40); wherein both said first and second 
networks belong in part to the same physical network. 

Wherein Schwartz further discloses said mobile device (Figure 1, 1 1) is arranged to 
generate an HTTP get message or HDTP "Service Request" upon receiving said alert message, 
via computer (Figure 1,31), either automatically or after having received an instruction to that 
effect from a user of the mobile device (column 7, lines 24-57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the method of Haumont in view of Bennett to include HTTP get message as 
taught by Schwartz. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been lead to make such a 
modification to utilize a HTTP get message to indicate the transfer of the message stored in the 
computer arrangement to the mobile device. 

Regarding claim 22, a communication system according to claim 21 mentioned above, 
wherein Schwartz further discloses said protocol translator is arranged to translate said message 
to a HTTP or HDTP reply message (column 7, lines 58-66). 
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Response to Amendment 

7. All 35 U.S.C. 1 12 rejections noted in the non-final office action filed on 12-17-2004 are 
withdrawn. 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 5-10, 1 1, and 15-22, have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

9. Accordingly, this action is FINAL. 

Conclusion 

10. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

1 1 . Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 (for formal communications intended for entry) 

Or call: 

(571) 272-2600 (for customer service assistance) 
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12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lisa Hashem whose telephone number is (571) 272-7542. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (571) 272-7547. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the Group 
receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272-2600. 

1 3 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




lh 

July 3, 2005 
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